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Richard continues to serve NCCU and 

its alumni community in numerous ca-
pacities at the local, State, and na-
tional levels. He gives of his time, tal-
ent, and resources to help students 
from across the country succeed in ob-
taining a quality education from His-
torically Black Colleges and Univer-
sities. 

Richard Smith has been married to 
Jacqueline Beatty Smith for 28 years. 
They met 40 years ago as NCCU stu-
dents. 

Mr. Speaker, time does not permit 
me to fully describe Richard’s many 
other contributions; but suffice it to 
say that Richard Smith is most deserv-
ing of this high honor—the NCCU 
Alumni Association 2017 Alumni 
Founder’s Lifetime Achievement 
Award. 

I am proud of Richard Smith, and I 
thank him for his extraordinary work. 
I ask my colleagues to join me today in 
congratulating this great American 
hero. 

f 

HEALTHCARE TOWNHALLS 
(Ms. ADAMS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, 118,000— 
the number of people in my district 
alone who will lose healthcare if 
TrumpCare passes. 

250—the number of people who joined 
me for a healthcare townhall on Mon-
day in Charlotte. 

Zero—the number of public hearings 
the Senate has held on TrumpCare. 

Despite the potential for 22 million 
people who will lose their healthcare if 
TrumpCare passes, Senator MCCONNELL 
hasn’t asked to hear from any of them. 

On Monday, I held a townhall where 
my constituents shared their stories 
and asked that I share them with you. 

Katie Mpelkas, a mother of a 3-year- 
old with autism, relies on Medicaid for 
her son’s healthcare. She is terrified at 
the thought that without Medicaid 
coverage her son won’t get the care he 
needs. 

Adrienne Gonzalez’s son, diagnosed 
with autism at age 2, has been receiv-
ing care paid for by Medicaid since he 
was 11 months old. 

Sadly, their stories aren’t unique. 
Thirty-nine percent of children are on 
Medicaid for the care they need, and 
TrumpCare cuts the program by 35 per-
cent by 2036. 

Our constituents are begging for 
help. It is our responsibility to fight 
for them. 
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NATIONAL DEFENSE AUTHORIZA-
TION ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

BOST). Pursuant to House Resolution 
440 and rule XVIII, the Chair declares 
the House in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the 
bill, H.R. 2810. 

Will the gentleman from Idaho (Mr. 
SIMPSON) kindly take the chair. 
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IN THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
Accordingly, the House resolved 

itself into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of the bill (H.R. 
2018) to authorize appropriations for 
fiscal year 2018 for military activities 
of the Department of Defense and for 
military construction, to prescribe 
military personnel strengths for such 
fiscal year, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. SIMPSON (Acting Chair) in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Acting CHAIR. When the Com-

mittee of the Whole House rose on 
Thursday, July 13, 2017, a second set of 
amendments en bloc, offered by the 
gentleman from Texas (Mr. THORN-
BERRY) had been disposed of. 

It is now in order to consider amend-
ment No. 16 printed in House Report 
115–217. 

AMENDMENT NO. 17 OFFERED BY MR. BYRNE 
The Acting CHAIR. It is now in order 

to consider amendment No. 17 printed 
in House Report 115–217. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Chairman, I rise as 
the designee of the gentlewoman from 
Florida, and I have an amendment at 
the desk. 

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will 
designate the amendment. 

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows: 

At the end of title XXXV add the fol-
lowing: 
SEC. ll. APPLICATION OF LAW. 

Section 4301 of title 46, United States Code, 
is amended by adding at the end the fol-
lowing: 

‘‘(d) For purposes of any Federal law ex-
cept the Federal Water Pollution Control 
Act (33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.), any vessel, in-
cluding a foreign vessel, being repaired or 
dismantled is deemed to be a recreational 
vessel, as defined under section 2101(25), dur-
ing such repair or dismantling, if that ves-
sel— 

‘‘(1) shares elements of design and con-
struction of traditional recreational vessels 
(as so defined); and 

‘‘(2) when operating is not normally en-
gaged in a military, commercial, or tradi-
tionally commercial undertaking.’’. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
House Resolution 440, the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. BYRNE) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

Mr. BYRNE. Mr. Chairman, this 
straightforward and bipartisan amend-
ment would provide important clarity 
for the recreational marine industry as 
it relates to workers’ compensation 
coverage. 

For decades, Federal law stated that 
individuals who build, dismantle, or re-
pair recreational vessels less than 65 
feet could be covered under State 
workers’ compensation law instead of 
the Federal Longshore and Harbor 
Workers’ Compensation Act. 

Under the Democrat-controlled Con-
gress in 2009, the law was simplified by 
eliminating the size limitation, which 

allowed more employers to purchase 
State workers’ compensation. 

Unfortunately, in 2011, the Depart-
ment of Labor issued a burdensome and 
confusing rule creating a new defini-
tion of recreational vessel. This change 
contradicted legislation passed by the 
Congress in 2009, and effectively denied 
recreational vessel repair workers ac-
cess to more affordable State workers’ 
compensation insurance. 

This regulatory confusion and uncer-
tainty is reducing access to affordable 
workers’ compensation policies and 
also hurting the overall recreational 
repair industry. 

Our bipartisan amendment increases 
strong protections to ensure that no 
vessel used for commercial or military 
purposes is inappropriately excepted 
from the Federal requirements. 

This amendment would provide regu-
latory relief for small businesses, in-
cluding those in coastal Alabama, 
while also ensuring the maritime work-
ers receive the protections they need. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to the amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from Connecticut is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to this amendment 
that is offered by my good friend from 
Alabama (Mr. BYRNE). 

I would just note that this is an 
amendment that has been around the 
last couple Congresses, and the intent 
clearly is to carve out a larger exemp-
tion from the longshoremen’s act 
which is a law that goes back to 1927. 

I would note that if that is the in-
tent, the language of this amendment 
actually is kind of like legislating with 
a chainsaw instead of a scalpel because 
by carving out a larger exemption for 
recreational vessels above or beyond 55 
feet long, basically there is a whole se-
ries of Coast Guard rules and regula-
tions that have been enforced by the 
Coast Guard for many years that this 
amendment, unfortunately, is going to 
sweep up and undermine, including the 
rules related to alcohol on board ves-
sels, waste management, Coast Guard 
inspection categories, vessel sales to 
non-U.S. citizens, tonnage taxes, and 
safety management systems. 

The Coast Guard is out there every 
single day making sure that these rules 
which really protect our ports and 
make sure that particularly foreign, 
large, super yachts are paying their 
fair share, in terms of the costs of envi-
ronmental protection, and boating 
safety is enforced. That is, again, what 
this amendment will undermine. 

That is why last year the Coast 
Guard issued a statement pointing out 
the fact that because of the broad 
sweep of the language of this amend-
ment, it is really undermining some 
key missions that the Coast Guard has 
been doing for decades for the Amer-
ican people. 

So I would note that, at the outset, 
obviously there is, I think, another 
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